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Ethnos Needs Logos 


Why I Spent Three Days in Guadalajara Trying to Persuade 
David Duke to Become a Catholic 


As I enter the dining room of the Victoria Ejecutiva Hotel in 
Guadalajara, I do a quick survey of the seating arrangements. After two 
weeks on the road (and in the air) in both Asia and America, during 
which I have slept an average of three to four hours a night, I feel 
disinclined to carry the burden of conversation, and so I opt for the last 
seat at the table where David Duke is holding forth. The topic of 
discussion as I settle into my seat and bring a forkful of scrambled eggs 
to my lips is fecal transplants in rats. With the intensity of a latter-day 
Dr. Kellogg, Duke is explaining that if you take the gut bacteria out of 
fat rats and put them in skinny rats, the fat rats become skinny and the 
skinny rats become fat. The opposite, he continues, also applies. The 
Mexicans who have invited us as speakers to the first annual Congeso 
Internacional Identitario are reduced to silence by this revelation. I 
ponder the condition of my gut bacteria and swallow another forkful of 
scrambled eggs. 


I met the famous Doctor Duke for the first time three days earlier, 
at the beginning of the conference, also at breakfast. Duke has the look 
of an aging movie star. He has the clear blue eyes of an Aryan, 
suspiciously blonde hair and a white, three-day beard of the sort 
preferred in a scientific survey by women. I have no idea of how 
scientific the survey was; I'm just telling you what he told me. Duke has 
the aura of an American politician, which is of course what he was, 
having been a member of the Louisiana state legislature from 1988 to 
1992. In fact, you might even call him the most infamous American 
political figure of the baby-boomer generation in America. Duke was 
born in Oklahoma but grew up in Holland and then Louisiana at a time 


when that part of America was being torn apart by the Jewish-led 
revolution known as the Civil Rights Movement. Sensing that something 
was wrong, sensing that the South was under attack by a form of warfare 
which no one could explain, Duke became an admirer of George 
Lincoln Rockwell and joined the Ku Klux Klan. As an admirer of 
Rockwell's brand of political theater, Duke showed up at a 
demonstration wearing a Nazi-armband when he was eighteen years old. 
Someone took a photograph, and the legend was born. Duke regrets 
what he now admits was a youthful publicity stunt, realizing too late that 
he played into the hands of the people who would become his detractors 
by doing so. 


Eventually Duke would use his seat in the Louisiana House to run 
for both the U.S. Senate and the state governorship. It was during the 
Louisiana gubernatorial race that he first entered my consciousness. I 
was in Louisiana after the national media sounded the alarm about 
Duke's campaign, turning him overnight into the Achmadinajad of his 
day. Like the former president of Iran, he was a threat to the continued 
existence of the world as we know it. The local reaction to the national 
hype was a bumper sticker which exhorted the voters of Louisiana to 
"Vote for the crook. It's important." The crook in this instance was 
former Governor Buddy Edwards, who was the last hope of the West in 
spite of the fact that had been indicted on corruption charges. 


In 2002, Duke was convicted of filing a false tax return and 
sentenced to 15 months in prison. After national attention of this sort 
ended his political career, Duke decided to get out of politics, and in 
2005, he received an advanced degree from the Interregional Academy 
of Personnel Management in the Ukraine. The ADL responded to Duke's 
career move by denouncing the MAUP as a "University of Hate." The 
Jews' use of the phrase "University of Hate" was just one example of 
what Hegel would call "the cunning of reason.” In his 1998 
autobiography My Awakening, Duke wrote that "We," i.e., white people: 


desire to live in our own neighborhoods, go to our own schools, work in our own cities and 
towns, and ultimately live as one extended family in our own nation. We shall end the racial 
genocide of integration. We shall work for the eventual establishment of a separate homeland for 
African Americans, so each race will be free to pursue its own destiny without racial conflicts 
and ill will. 


By attacking David Duke during his campaign for the governorship 


of the state of Louisiana, the Jews gave David Duke a new lease on life 
by releasing him from the obsolete ideology of race which had crippled 
the South in its attempt to fight the Jewish led revolutionary movement 
to overturn the social order that began with the founding of the NAACP 
in the wake of the Leo Frank lynching and culminated in the Civil 
Rights Movement of the 1960s. By diverting him from race-baiting, the 
Jews in effect saved David Duke's career and gave him a world-wide 
audience. If people like Abe Foxman, Binyamin Netanyahu, Sheldon 
Adelson, and Al Goldstein didn't exist, David Duke would have to 
invent them. Duke was rescued by the course of history and the 
revulsion which the entire world felt at Jews involvement in what looked 
like the whole gamut of cultural pathology from promoting usury at 
Goldman Sachs to promoting sodomy at NPR. And then there was the 
criminal state of Israel. If it weren't for the Jews' criminal use of white 
phosphorus on innocent Palestinians during Operation Cast Lead and 
countless other atrocities and war crimes before and since that event, 
Duke would be a minor footnote in the history of an obsolete racial 
ideology in America. Now he can rouse an audience anywhere in the 
world simply by reciting the crimes of the Jews. At a certain point in this 
intellectual trajectory, Jewish behavior had become so offensive that it 
caused a reaction even among the WASP elite, who had been allied with 
the Jews against the Catholics ever since the founding of Americans for 
Democratic Action in the late 1940s. When Professors Walt and 
Mearsheimer released their book on the Israel Lobby, Duke claimed that 
his views had been vindicated. 


> 


The Congress, as far as I can tell, had two purposes: to celebrate the 
100" birthday of Salvador Borrego, author of Derrota Mundial and 
Hitler's foremost apologist in Mexico, and to formulate the principles of 
international nationalism. How these two goals fit together was not 
apparent at the beginning of the conference. To understand how they fit 
together we need to understand Mexico. 


If there were ever a country that was the opposite of Nazi Germany 
and the Ku Klux Klan it is Mexico. Hitler promoted racial purity; 
Mexico is based on race mixing. As Jose Aberto Villasana pointed out in 
his explanation of the image on the tilma in his talk on the history of 


Mexico, Our Lady of Guadalupe appeared as a mestiza, conferring on 
the Mexican nation its status as the capital of race mixing. As I am 
leaving the hall during a break to bask in the warm Mexican sun, a man 
takes me aside and tells me that Mexicans are the "cosmic race." The 
term comes from Vasconcelles and it refers to what the Klan would refer 
to disparagingly as race-mixing. In addition to being the capital of race 
mixing, Mexico is also a nation that could not possibly implement the 
separation of Church and state because it is a country that was founded 
by the Blessed Mother. No one can understand the real (as opposed to 
the Masonic) Mexico without an understanding of the role which Our 
Lady of Guadalupe played in the creation of the Mexican nation. 


Like many Gringos, I was familiar with the story of Cortez and his 
conquest of Mexico. The Aztecs had created an empire based on the 
subjugation and ritual extermination of virtually all of the other ethnic 
groups in Mexico. At one ritual in 1498, Tlacallel marched over a 
thousand prisoners of war up a pyramid and cut their hearts out as a 
sacrifice to Huitzilopochtli, the hummingbird god. If you're interested in 
visual presentation of what Mexico before the advent of Christianity 
must have been like, I recommend Mel Gibson's religiously ambiguous 
movie Apocalypto. After the accidental death of Montezuma, Cortez and 
his troops, burdened with stolen gold, attempted to escape during the 
night from Mexico City only to find that the wooden bridges that linked 
the causeway with the mainland had been removed. When the sound of 
the snakeskin drum announced their escape, the Spanish soldiers 
panicked and jumped into the lake only to sink to the bottom weighed 
down by the gold they had stolen. Eventually, Cortez's remaining 
soldiers were able to walk over the drowned bodies of their comrades to 
safety. At that point, Cortez assembled his men — none of whom, 
according to Bernal di Diaz, had fewer than three wounds — and told 
them that they were returning to conquer the empire that had almost 
exterminated them. Cortez had already burned his ships at Vera Cruz. 
There was no turning back, and so with the help of the ethnic groups 
which the Aztecs had subjugated, as well as the horse and a superior 
technology which included steel swords and gunpowder, Cortez did the 
impossible and eventually conquered the people who had almost wiped 
out his troops during the night of sorrows. 


The Spanish conquest of Mexico by Cortez was one of the most 
stupendous acts of determination and bravery and military skill in this 
history of the world. There can never be another event like it in history 
because there can never again be a clash of two high civilizations 
unknown to each other of this sort or magnitude. The conquest of 
Mexico was stupendous, but it wasn't miraculous. What followed, 
however, clearly was. 


Official Catholic accounts state that on the morning of December 9, 
1531, a Native American peasant named Juan Diego saw a vision of a 
maiden at a place called the Hill of Tepeyac, which would become part 
of Villa de Guadalupe, a suburb of Mexico City. Speaking to him in his 
native Nahuatl language (the language of the Aztec empire), the maiden 
identified herself as the Virgin Mary, "mother of the very true deity" and 
asked for a church to be built at that site in her honor. From her words, 
Juan Diego then sought out the archbishop of Mexico City, Fray Juan de 
Zumárraga, to tell him what had happened. The archbishop instructed 
him to return to Tepeyac Hill, and ask the lady for a miraculous sign to 
prove her identity. The first sign she gave was the healing of Juan's 
uncle. The Virgin also told Juan to gather flowers from the top of 
Tepeyac Hill, which was normally barren, especially in December. But 
Juan followed her instructions and he found Castilian roses, not native to 
Mexico, blooming there. The Virgin arranged the flowers in his tilma or 
cloak, and when Juan Diego opened his cloak before archbishop 
Zumarraga on December 12, the flowers fell to the floor, and on the 
fabric was the image of the Virgin of Guadalupe.[1] 


Juan Diego's tilma has become the symbol of Mexico ever since. It 
is the basis for a Mexican culture that has survived the predations of 
their richer and more powerful neighbor to the north for centuries now. 
During the 19% century, the United States installed a series of Masonic 
puppets to run the country under the pretext of liberating Mexico from 
Spain. Stooges and traitors like Benito Juarez persecuted the Church, but 
not even a monster like Plutarcho Calles, who got the Cristeros to end 
their rebellion and then crucified them when they laid down their arms, 
could extinguish the hold which Our Lady of Guadalupe had on 
Mexican culture. When the Masons set off a bomb to destroy the tilma, 
the force of the explosion mangled a nearby iron crucifix, but the image 


was undamaged by the blast. After over a century of persecution, Juan 
Diego was canonized in 2002, under the name Saint Juan Diego 
Cuauhtlatoatzin. 


This is hardly news. I have known the story of Cortez and the story 
of Our Lady of Guadalupe for years. The late founder of Christendom 
College, Warren Carroll, wrote a short book on the connection between 
the two events. But even though I knew the story I never understood its 
full implications — not until I found myself sitting in the Basilica at the 
center of Guadalajara. The conference speakers had wandered into the 
Church as part of their sightseeing tour of the center of town. Once 
inside, I realized that Mass was being celebrated. Sitting in a pew at the 
back of the Cathedral, I remembered that I hadn't been to Mass in ten 
days. The Sunday before I had been in Iran. After the heroic efforts of 
Reza Montazami and a number of locals we finally located the only 
Catholic Church in Isfahan, only to learn that Mass was no longer 
celebrated there because there was no priest. The last remnant of 
Catholicism in Isfahan were two nuns — one Austrian, the other Italian 
— who were the last remaining faculty members of the French language 
schools which had be closed down in the aftermath of the Revolution of 
1979. 


So realizing that I was not only a tourist but a Catholic I moved 
closer to the altar to participate in the Mass. During the meditation after 
Communion, I noticed an image of Our Lady of Guadalupe high above 
the altar. In contemplating that image, which I had seen countless times 
before, I came to the realization that the Blessed Mother had 
accomplished in one miraculous moment what it had taken the Germans 
over a thousand years to accomplish. The Blessed Mother, bearer of the 
Logos Incarnate, had brought the logos to the warring, disillusioned, and 
defeated tribes of Mexico and had created out of this warring diversity 
one nation with a Messianic mission. Mexico was the "cosmic race." 
Our Lady of Guadalupe appeared as a mestiza, the mixture of European 
and Native American races. She was the cosmic symbol of the race 
mixing which the English had feared since the moment they had set foot 
on the soil of the New World. She was the symbol of Mexican identity. 
She was the symbol of Catholic race-mixing and the antithesis of 
England's (and later) America's and (still later) Germany's short-lived 


ideology of racial superiority. 


> 


After Mass, David Duke and I walked together through the center of 
Guadalajara. David is an impatient man. He is always hungry. Even 
though we are on our way to lunch, he demands a taco and eats it along 
the way as explains his theories of racial and social biology, twins 
separated at birth, etc. etc., in an attempt to explain how biology 
undergirds, conditions, and determines our behavior. I remain 
unconvinced. He then talks about being a European, which leaves me 
even less impressed, unsure of what he means by Europe. Is Europe 
Nietzsche or St. Thomas Aquinas? Is it Mother Teresa or Lazar 
Kaganovich? According to an account I read in the German magazine 
Stern on my way to Tehran, 50,000 Europeans have joined forces with 
ISIS in Iraq, where they are now beheading both Christians and Shi'a 
Muslims. The first person the Stern reporter met when he arrived at ISIS 
headquarters was a German by the name of Christian, who has now 
taken a Muslim name. Christian asked the reporter whether he would 
like to witness a beheading, either of a Christian or a Shi'a Muslim. The 
reporter declined, but the bigger question remains: why is Christian now 
working for ISIS? The answer is Nietzsche, the white guy, and nihilism, 
which knows no boundaries, and the will to power, which both Asharite 
Muslims and nihilistic Europeans share as a common ideology. 


During our walk, I recount the story of Sam Francis hosting BNP 
founder John Tyndall at a conference in Washington, DC, at which 
Tyndall, trying to convince the attendees of the benefits of being white 
guys, mentioned the glories of Elizabethan England. At this point Gerry 
Bruen and I looked at each other from across the room and entertained 
the same thought. Wasn't this the time when Catholics could get hanged 
for attending Mass? Wasn't this precisely what happened to the Jesuit St. 
Edmund Campion, whose gruesome death defies description? It was 
Gerry who asked Tyndall whether the Irish were white, and it was 
Gerry's question which prompted the late Sam Francis to ask if Jews 
were white, to which a bemused Mr. Tyndall replied, "I don't know." 


With this incident in the back of my mind, I announced to David 
that I'm not white. White is an identity marker for the deracinated people 
who have no religion. Marius, a recent immigrant from Romania and 


even more recent convert to Orthodoxy, nods in agreement. Not only am 
I not white, I am biracial as well. My forebears came from Germany and 
Ireland. That makes me decidedly not English, certainly if my genes 
determine my behavior, as David seems to indicate. Although my 
forebears came from Germany and Ireland, my ethnic identity is 
American Catholic. I am a typical product of the Triple Melting Pot, the 
sociological theory which claims that, after three generations, religion 
(in America the options are Protestant, Catholic, and Jew) replaces 
country of origin as the source of ethnic identity. America, as I have said 
all over the world, is like Yugoslavia; it is a country made up of three 
ethnic groups based on three religions, all of whom have been involved 
in covert cultural warfare with each other since they arrived on these 
shores. 


The conversation then drifts into a discussion of Newtonian 
physics, which he defends. Duke is a man who believes in "science," 
which is to say, the use of physics, biology and economics to rationalize 
the expansion of British Capitalism throughout the world. Duke the 
polymath struggles with the related concepts of violent motion, telos, 
and divine providence. 


"The normal form of motion always involves telos or goal," I say, 
trying to get a word in edgewise. "Motion involves the transition from 
an acorn to an oak. Newton made violent motion the paradigm for all 
motion because it was the perfect description of the actions of William 
of Orange, the usurper whom the Whigs put on the throne in England. 
The impetus for all motion now came from without. There was no telos. 
All motion was a function of human will and intention." 


My reference to the telos involved in an acorn becoming an oak 
prompted Duke to start talking about Newton sitting under an apple tree 
and universal laws of motion, an idea that was at best beside the point. 
His Ukrainian doctorate notwithstanding, David was having a difficult 
time understanding that Newton's redefinition of all motion as violent 
motion was a piece of metaphysical sleight of hand that continued to 
produce evil consequences, the most evil being the world-wide 
hegemony of Capitalism. It was Kant who broke the hold of the English 
Ideology over the European mind, and it was Hegel who finished that 
rout by resurrecting classical Christian concepts like divine providence 


by restating them in the (admittedly somewhat opaque) language of the 
German Enlightenment. Hegel was crucial to our discussion and David's 
inability to understand him (or my inability to convey his ideas) would 
remain a major roadblock to any meeting of the minds for the duration 
of the conference. 


> 


At some point during our first day of conversation, I said to David, "You 
need to become a Catholic," a claim I made repeatedly for as long as we 
were together in Guadalajara. David doesn't dismiss the claim out of 
hand. As a young man steeped in racial consciousness of the sort that the 
establishment was promoting during the Civil Rights Movement, Duke 
made the acquaintance of a priest, a Catholic monk living in a monastery 
on the Mississippi River, who introduced him to the traditional teaching 
of the Catholic Church on the Jews. If this drew him toward the Church, 
the action of the bishop of New Orleans, who excommunicated a 
number of prominent Catholics in Louisiana, sent him in the opposite 
direction. "The Klan was full of Catholics back then," Duke said over 
another meal. 


My suggestion wasn't a case of mere proselytizing. It became 
increasingly evident over the course of the congress that the "principios 
basicos identitariaios" that we had all come together to hammer out 
could not be formulated in a metaphysical vacuum or under the sign of 
an obsolete European materialism. Ethnos, as I claimed in my talk, 
needed Logos. Logos, as Hegel pointed out, reached the highest phase of 
consciousness in human history when Christ revealed its inner nature in 
the Trinity. To pretend that we could formulate a theory of universal 
national identity while ignoring truths like this was the ultimate 
expression of bad faith, wishful thinking and philosophical ignorance, 
but that doesn't mean that it wasn't also widespread throughout the 
various expressions of nationalism in the world. It was providential, 
therefore, that we were meeting in Mexico because that fact allowed us 
to bring the message of Our Lady of Guadalupe to bear on the other 
side, which is to say, the anti-religious, neo-pagan side, of the debate, 
which found expression in sentiments like the following excerpt from an 
article in The Nationalist Times, which conflated the Jews and the 
Christians into one vaguely religious ecumenical mess: 


Because these two religions [Judaism and Christianity] aspire to embrace all of mankind, they 
are not content to mind their own business, remain on their own continents, and serve their own 
people. Instead they are again fighting bloody inhuman wars with their rival Islam for their final 
control of Jerusalem, Palestine, the Middle East and the Rest of the world. ... The blame for this 
unending tragedy traces to the priests who wrote the ancient core documents that inform these 
religious doctrines — the Bible, the Talmud, and Koran. They would rather perpetuate their 
institutions, preserve their livelihood, and gain supremacy over their rivals than promote the 
health and welfare of the people and themselves. For them to continue insisting that people view 
the world through these documents, which reek with superstition, lies, bigotry, and xenophobia, 
is to guarantee the mass psychosis needed to start wars, such as the one raging between the 
Israelis and Palestinians. In a twisted way, these priests, supported by their credulous flocks, see 
it as a validation of their existence instead of the crime against humanity that it is.[2] 

As this passage makes clear, the racial wing of the 
identitarian/nationalist movement has a lot in common with the 
anticlerical thinkers of the French and English Enlightenment. Voltaire, 
who was a Whig spy, played a role in both. He was the main promoter 
of things English in France during the 18th century and one of the main 
propagandists against what the Jesuits were doing in Latin America. 
Voltaire attacked the Jesuit reductions in Paraguay in his anti-Catholic 
tract Candide, but Hegel defended them in his Lectures on the 
Philosophy of History. Hegel not only mentions the Jesuits in Paraguay, 
he also endorses their treatment of the native ethnic groups they found 


there: 


The religious brotherhoods have treated them in the correct manner, first impressing them by 
their spiritual authority and then allotting them tasks calculated to awaken and satisfy their 
needs. When the Jesuits and Catholic clergy first set out to acquaint the Indians with European 
culture and manners (they founded a state in Paraguay and established monasteries in Mexico 
and California), they went into their midst and prescribed their daily duties for them as if they 
were minors; and, however idle the natives otherwise were, they duly carried them out in 
compliance with the authority of the fathers. The clergy also built storehouses for them and 
instructed them in their use, so that they might provide for their future needs. They chose the 
most appropriate means of bettering them, treating them much as one would treat children.[3] 

I earned the ridicule of Professor Alberto Buela when I said that 
Guarani is the official language of Paraguay, because Professor Buela 
visited Asuncion and spoke Spanish the entire time he was there. Be that 
as it may, Guarani is the official language of Paraguay, and it is that 
because of the Jesuits, who arrived in South America in the 16 century 
and walked off into the jungle and lived with the local ethnic groups, 
and got to know them and their culture and their language and then 
wrote both a grammar and a dictionary for the local ethnic groups. There 


were other ethnic groups with other languages in Paraguay at the time, 


and the Jesuits wrote grammars and dictionaries for some of those 
languages as well, but those books got lost during the tragic suppression 
of the Jesuits and those ethnic groups died out or got merged into the 
ethnic group that unified the nation, which become dominant because 
the Jesuits codified their language. 


> 


Ethnos needs Logos, especially if it aspires, as every ethnic group does, 
to become a nation. Logos, not race, is what allowed the various warring 
tribes of Europe who plundered the last structures of the Roman Empire 
to coalesce into the nations that constituted Christian Europe in a 
process that lasted in some instances over a millennium. Race is a 
function of biology. It is a creation of the biological materialism which 
found its most prominent spokesman in Charles Darwin. Materialism is 
based on the primacy of matter, and matter, as everyone trained in 
Thomistic philosophy knows, is the principle of differentiation. Matter, 
therefore, cannot lead to unity. 


Voltaire's Candide was an attack on the idea of theodicy — 
defending God's ways to man — which Hegel also defended as the main 
purpose of his philosophy of history, but the real target of Hegel's attack 
wasn't Voltaire. It was Rousseau, who began his Social Contract by 
claiming "Man is born free, but everywhere he is in chains.” In his 
Lectures on the Philosophy of History, Hegel attacked Rousseau's idea 
of the noble savage by claiming that the exact opposite was true. "The 
first fallacy," according to Hegel, is that "man is by nature free, but in 
society and the state — which he must of necessity enter — he must 
limit his natural freedom."[41 Far from being the domain of freedom, 
"states of savagery ... are obviously associated with brutal passions and 
deeds of violence; and no matter how primitive they are, they are also 
accompanied by social institutions which ... impose restrictions on 
freedom. ... Spirit ... in its natural condition ... is a condition of servitude 
in which man lives by the intuition of his senses.” Since man is a 
rational creature, he can only attain freedom through the exercise of his 
reason, something more difficult in the primitive state than in 
civilization. 

Freedom, no matter what Rousseau says to the contrary, is not 
something that man is born into. Freedom: 


has to be earned and won through the endless mediation of discipline acting upon the powers of 
cognition and will. For this reason, the state of nature is rather a state of injustice, of violence, of 
uncontrolled natural impulses, and of inhuman deeds and emotions.[5] 

The concept of freedom is inseparably bound up with both justice 
and the moral law, not with gratifying "impulses, desires and passions," 
as it is in the primitive state: 


To regard freedom in a purely formal and subjective sense, abstracted from its absolutely 
essential objects and aims, is a perennial misunderstanding; for it means that impulses, desires, 
and passions — which pertain by their nature exclusively to the particular individual — and 
arbitrariness and random inclinations are identified with freedom, and that any restrictions 
imposed upon these are seen as restrictions on freedom itself. On the contrary, such restrictions 
are the indispensable conditions of liberation, and society and the state are the only situations in 
which freedom can be realized.[6] 

The current situation of the Yanomami in the Amazon rain forest is 
an indication that the Brazilian government has taken Rousseau and not 
Hegel as its guide in dealing with primitive ethnic groups. The 
Yanomami are a typical primitive ethnic group. Yanomami means 
"human being." Cut off from civilized world by the impenetrable nature 
of the Amazon rain forest, they were able to continue their traditional 
hunter/gatherer existence until gold was discovered on their lands. The 
disease and ruthless ecological degradation which the gold miners 
imposed on the Yanomami forced the government to act by in effect 
sealing them off from all contact with the outside world. This in effect 
condemned the Yanomami to a life determined by the brutal 
gratification of "impulses, desires and passions" which Hegel 
characterized as the antithesis of human freedom. Neither infanticide nor 
the murder of government agents sent to impose this policy of isolation 
has deterred the government from imposing their view of the noble 
savage on the Yanomami, who are kept in a state of perpetual cultural 
savagery as a result. 


> 


The rise of the German nation began in earnest with the arrival of 
Napoleon on German soil. On October 13, 1806, after watching 
Napoleon ride out of Jena on his way to defeating the Prussian army, 
Hegel, who had just completed writing his magnum opus, The 
Phenomenology of Mind, wrote, "I saw the Emperor — this soul of the 
world — go out from the city to survey his reign; it is a truly wonderful 
sensation to see such an individual, who concentrating on one point 


while seated on a horse, stretches over the world and dominates it."[7] 
This letter, in addition to Jacques-Louis David's famous painting, gave 
rise to the legend of Napoleon as the Zeitgeist on horseback. He was one 
of "the great individuals of history" because he, like Julius Caesar and 
Alexander the Great, "made themselves the instruments of the 
substantial spirit,” i.e., God.[s] World historical figures "boldly resolved 
to challenge all the beliefs of their fellows. ... When their end is attained 
they fall aside like empty husks. ... They die early like Alexander, are 
murdered like Caesar, or [are] deported like Napoleon."[9] 


Great as he was Napoleon was not the cause of what he wrought. 
Napoleon was an actor on the stage of human history, which is a play 
that has been written by God. Napoleon had his intentions, but his 
intentions did not have hegemony over history. Only God's intentions 
have hegemony over history. Napoleon was an example of what Hegel 
would call "der List der Vernunft," or the cunning of reason. He brought 
about historical changes in spite of himself according to the law of 
unintended consequences: 


But it is from this very conflict and destruction of particular things that the universal emerges, 
and it remains unscathed itself. For it is not the universal Idea which enters into opposition, 
conflict, and danger; it keeps itself in the background, untouched and unharmed, and sends forth 
the particular interests of passion to fight and wear themselves out in its stead. It is what we may 
call the cunning of reason that it sets the passions to work in its service, so that the agents by 
which it gives itself existence must pay the penalty and suffer the loss.[10] 

Napoleon's defeat of the Prussian army at Jena brought about the 
destruction of the Holy Roman Empire, which had existed as the 
Germanic enculturation of Christianity — and, in particular, the Catholic 
faith — for 1,000 years, ever since Charlemagne brought it into 
existence in the ninth century as the successor to the Roman Empire, 
which had collapse four centuries earlier under the pressure of the 
invasion of the Germanic tribes. 


Napoleon's abolition of the Holy Roman Empire and the erection of 
the French Republic in its place had two diametrically opposed 
consequences — one intended, the other manifesting the "cunning of 
reason" which is the opposite of intention. As an instance of an intended 
act, Napoleon emancipated the Jews; as an instance of an unintended act 
which manifested the "cunning of reason," Napoleon created German 
nationalism by the very act of abolishing the Holy Roman Empire. 


Even though he intended it as part of his plan to attack Russia, 
Napoleon's emancipation of the Jews had a number of unforeseen 
consequences as well. He got his first inkling of what they were when he 
passed through Strasbourg on his way back to Paris after the battle of 
Jena. The citizens of Strasbourg, who now had to accept the Jews, who 
up to that time had been merely tolerated as resident aliens, as their 
equals, complained to Napoleon that the Jews used their new-found 
status as citizen to cheat Strasbourg's Christian population. The term 
"citizen," in other words, did nothing to abate the centuries' old 
animosity between Christians and Jews based on predatory Jewish 
behavior, largely financial. In fact, the fiction that all those who lived in 
Strasbourg were now on equal footing as citizens only exacerbated the 
very situation it set out to ameliorate. Furthermore, in emancipating the 
Jews, Napoleon ended up strengthening the hand of his main rival in the 
Napoleonic wars, namely, England, because in emancipating the Jews, 
Napoleon brought about the rise of the Rothschild family and their 
hegemony over government finance in Europe during the 19" century. 


When Napoleon crossed the Rhine, the German princes panicked, 
knowing that Napoleon's first goal was the confiscation of their wealth. 
As a result, the Prince of Hesse-Cassel gave his gold to Mayer Amschel 
Rothschild, who then sent it out of the country, to his son Nathan, who 
was living in London. Having inside information about Napoleon's 
defeat at the Battle of Waterloo, Nathan made a fortune by using the 
Prince of Hesse-Cassel's gold to speculate on the British consol. As a 
result, he became the richest man in England. Over the course of the 
next century, the Rothschild family and other Jewish usurers used that 
wealth to enslave the English aristocracy with debt. The most prominent 
example was the Churchill family. When Winston Churchill's father 
died, he was 60,000 pounds in debt to Natty Rothschild. By forgiving 
Randolph's debt, Natty Rothschild made his son Winston a pawn of 
Jewish interests, a fact which led indirectly to World War I. 


The defeat of Prussia at the Battle of Jena in 1806 and Austria at 
the Battle of Austerlitz in 1805 led to the collapse of the Holy Roman 
Empire, which Napoleon formally abolished in 1806. The Holy Roman 
Empire was the Germanic successor of the Roman Empire. It wasn't a 
state — the Germans would not have their own state until 1871 — so 


much as a patchwork of German ethnic groups organized by the 
Catholic Church. Because the Holy Roman Empire was an essentially 
Catholic construct, Germany had been fatally weakened by the 
Reformation. The ease with which Napoleon conquered the German 
principalities was proof of that. 


> 


After watching the original thousand-year Reich collapse before his 
eyes, the 36-year-old Hegel felt compelled to come up with an 
explanation and this led him to formulate a philosophy of history. Given 
the humiliating circumstances of its birth, Hegel's history was 
remarkably optimistic. It was, in fact, a reworking of the traditional 
Christian doctrine of divine providence. Reason governs the world. 
World history "is therefore a rational process."[11] Reason is: 


substance and infinite power; it is itself the infinite material of all natural and spiritual life, and 
the infinite form which activates this material content. It is substance, i.e., that through which 
and in which all reality has its being and subsistence; it is infinite power, for reason is 
sufficiently powerful to be able to create something more than just an ideal, an obligation which 
supposedly exists in some unknown region beyond reality ... and it is the infinite content, the 
essence and truth of everything, itself constituting the material on which it operates through its 
own activity. ... It does not require an external material as a condition of its operation, or outside 
resources from which to derive its sustenance and the objects of its activity; it is self-supporting, 
and is itself the material of its own operations. On the one hand, it is its own sole precondition, 
and this end is the absolute and ultimate end of everything; and on the other, it is itself the agent 
which implements and realizes this end, translating it from potentiality to actuality both in the 
natural universe and in the spiritual world — that is, in world history. That this Idea is true, 
eternal, and omnipotent, that it reveals itself in the world and that nothing is revealed except the 
Idea in all its honor and majesty — this is, as I have said, what philosophy has proved, and we 
can therefore posit it as demonstrated for our present purposes.[12] 


Hegel's understanding of divine providence entails an 
understanding of predestination, but his understanding of predestination 
does not abrogate the notion of man's free will. A re-articulation of the 
idea of divine providence in updated, Enlightenment-friendly 
terminology was necessary at this point in the history of philosophy 
because of the development of British empiricism over the century 
which began with Newton's Principia Mathematica and ended with 
David Hume's skepticism. Kant's articulation of the synthetic a priori put 
an end to Hume's skepticism and set the stage for the full flowering of 
German thought in Hegel, who reintroduced Logos to the post- 
Enlightenment West and simultaneously set the stage for the emergence 
of the German nation in 1871. Because of its attachment to Newtonian 


physics and its global pre-eminence after the defeat of Napoleon, 
England had succeeded in creating a dead materialistic universe which 
was philosophically incoherent and which promoted an idea of motion 
which lacked telos (all motion had become what the Scholastics would 
call "violent motion"). As a result life had become radically contingent. 
There was no plan, because, according to Positivism, there was no 
history. There were only atoms in motion, and those balls in motion had 
no history. In fact, as Laplace had told none other than Napoleon 
himself, once the laws of the universe were fully articulated, there would 
be no future either, just as the orbits of the planets had neither history 
nor future, just mathematically described trajectories that were eternally 
the same. 


Hegel broke this intellectual logjam by doing the impossible. He 
came up with a philosophy of history, and he did this by eliminating 
contingency: 

The sole aim of philosophy is to eliminate the contingent. Contingency is the same as external 
necessity, that is, a necessity which originates in causes which are themselves no more than 
external circumstances. In history we must look for a general design, the ultimate end of the 
world, and not a particular end of the subjective spirit or mind, and we must comprehend it by 


means of reason, which cannot concern itself with particular and finite ends but only with the 
absolute.[13] 


> 


Reason is not contingent. Reason is necessary. Reason is self-sufficient. 
Reason brings itself into existence and carries itself into effect. Thought 
must become conscious of this end of reason. The history of the world is 
a rational process whose author is God. If creation is a manifestation of 
God's creative power in space, then history is a manifestation of God's 
creative power in time: 


the divine wisdom is one and the same in great things and small. It is the same in plants and 
insects as in the destinies of entire nations and empires, and we must not imagine that God is not 
powerful enough to apply his wisdom to things of great moment. To believe that God's wisdom 
is not active in everything is to show humility towards the material rather than towards the divine 
wisdom itself. Besides nature is a theater of secondary importance compared with world history. 
Nature is a field in which the divine Idea operates in a non-conceptual medium.[14] 


Logos entered world history in Greece at some point during the 
fourth century B.C., when Anaxagoras claimed that "nous" governed the 
world. Socrates, Plato, and Aristotle refined Anaxagoras's idea, but 
ultimately Greek philosophy could not sustain its own insights. By the 


time Justinian put an end to the Platonic Academy in 529 A.D.,1s 
Greek philosophy had degenerated into Neo-Platonism, which was 
another word for magic, which was the antithesis of Logos. 


At the mid-point of the more-than millennium-long decline of 
Greek philosophy, a new vehicle for the transmission of Logos emerged. 
The name of that new vehicle was Christianity. The fact that St. John the 
Evangelist wrote his gospel in Greek had profound meaning for the 
development of philosophy and equally profound implications for 
human history. The first sentence of that Gospel — "En arche hen ho 
logos," In the beginning there was Logos — simultaneously rescued 
Greek philosophy from the Neoplatonic magicians and turned every 
Christian into a philosopher willy-nilly. All of human history would 
henceforth be bound up with Christianity's appropriation of Logos. All 
of human history would now revolve around the Christian promotion of 
Logos, as the Church became the main representative of the Greek 
philosophical tradition. After John wrote his Gospel in Greek, Greek 
philosophy became part of God's plan for humanity. 


Greek philosophy is, in other words, not just Greek. It inaugurated 
the entrance of Logos into human history, an event which had universal 
implications: "The encounter between the Biblical message and Greek 
thought," according to Pope Benedict XVI in his famous Regensburg 
address: 


"did not happen by chance. ... Biblical faith ... encountered the best of Greek thought at a deep 
level, resulting in a mutual enrichment evident in the later wisdom literature. ... A profound 
encounter of faith and reason is taking place there [in the Septuagint], an encounter between 
genuine enlightenment and religion. From the very heart of Christian faith, and, at the same time, 
the heart of Greek thought now joined to faith, Manuel II Paleologos was able to say, 'Not to act 
with Logos is contrary to God's nature." 


This means that Logos, far from being some cultural accretion, is part of the nature of God and, 
therefore, part of creation. The European ... is traditionally born into a world that is radically 
reasonable, radically logical, because that world mirrors the mind of God, who behaves in ways 
that sometimes go beyond what human reason can comprehend but never in ways that contradict 
that reason.[16] 


> 


From an historical perspective, the Islamic threat to Europe is only half 
the story. The situation with the Jews is completely different. The Jews 
were God's chosen people. When Jesus arrived on earth as their long- 
awaited Messiah, the Jews, who like all men were given free will by 


their God, had to make a decision. They had to accept or reject the 
Christ, who was the physical embodiment of Logos. 


The Jews began by wanting to have the Messiah save them on their 
terms, which were suffused with racial pride. When the Jews tell Jesus 
in John 8 that they are the "seed of Abraham," in Greek "sperma 
Abraam," He changes the term of the argument by replying, "if you were 
Abraham's children, you would do as Abraham did." A child has free 
will; DNA (sperma Abraam) does not. In rebuking the Jews, Jesus 
repudiates their racism, as well as the racism of every Judaizing sect in 
history which would claim that their particular ethnic group was the 
master race. If God's chosen people cannot make that claim, ¡.e., they are 
superior because of their biology, no one can. 


Once Jesus arrives in Jerusalem, the term Jew in the Gospel of St. 
John is no longer a purely racial term. Jew has now come to mean a 
rejecter of Christ. Race is no longer the focus; Logos is, in particular the 
Logos of practical reason, which is the criterion of good choice. The 
Jews who accept Jesus will henceforth be known as Christians. The 
Jews who reject him are known henceforth as "Jews." This is admittedly 
a bit confusing. As St. John reports in the Apocalypse, "those who call 
themselves Jews" are really "liars" and members of the "synagogue of 
Satan" (Rev. 2:9, 3:9). 


By the middle of John's Gospel, the term Jew no longer has the 
clear ethnic meaning that it had at the beginning when the Samaritan 
woman was told that "salvation is from the Jews." The other more 
negative redefinition of the word Jew as rejecter of Christ is also not 
essentially racial. It too is based on the Logos of practical reason, 
something that become apparent in the story of the man born blind in 
John 9. That man's parents were racially Jewish, but they refused to 
answer any questions about Jesus healing their son out of "fear of the 
Jews" because "the Jews had already agreed that if anyone should 
confess Christ he was to be put out of the synagogue." 


The Jews rejected Christ because he was crucified. They wanted a 
powerful, revolutionary leader, not a suffering servant. Annas and 
Caiaphas mockingly told Christ that if he came down from the cross, 
they would accept him as the Messiah. When the Jews rejected Christ, 
they rejected Logos, and when they rejected Logos, which included 


within itself the principles of social order, they became revolutionaries. 
And that is what they have been ever since. 


The arrival of Christ meant the end of the super-ethnic group. The 
Hebrews may have been God's chosen people, but the Jews became the 
people who killed Christ and because of that fact "enemies of the entire 
human race" (I Thess 2:16). 


The temptation to elevate one ethnic group above all others has 
never disappeared. The Jews succumbed to this temptation, and they 
have been revolutionaries ever since, a story I tell in my book The 
Jewish Revolutionary Spirit. Judaizing has been a perennial temptation 
throughout European history. It is based on the fact that the name every 
primitive language gives to its ethnic group is "human being," and the 
fact that we all want our ethnic group to be the special ethnic group. 
Most of the Protestant sects were Judaizers. The Hussites were 
Judaizers; the Anabaptists were Judaizers; and most importantly from a 
geopolitical point of view, the Puritans were flaming Judaizers. 


I tell the story of Menasseh ben Israel and Cromwell in The Jewish 
Revolutionary Spirit. America, which was an English colony, has always 
had a tendency to Judaizing because of the Puritan colony on 
Massachusetts Bay and the effect that it and institutions like Harvard 
have had on American intellectual history. Karl Marx noticed this in his 
treatise of The Jewish Question. We all want to be like the Jews, 
because we are all by fallen nature carnal and are always ready to 
choose material goods over spiritual goods. We all want heaven on 
earth, and that desire has led to one hell on earth after another. 


Hitler was probably the 20" century's most famous Judaizer. The 
German master race was the Jewish chosen people turned upside down. 
Like Marxism, Nazism was also a perversion of Hegel. Hitler turned the 
German race into the mirror image of the Jews, who rejected Christ 
because of racial pride. In the Gospel of St. John, the Jews tell Christ 
that they are the seed of Abraham, but Christ rebukes them for their 
racism by telling them that God could create a people out of stones if he 
wanted too. 


Christianity, according to Hegel, brings about what Hegel would 
call the "Aufhebung" of ethnic identity. Christianity both abolishes 


ethnic identity (in its primitive form as "Stamm," whose word for itself 
is "human being") and raises it to a higher level, where it exists as 
"Volk," which become synonymous with nation when das Volk finds 
expression in the state. Christianity both exalts and maintains (the 
definition of the verb "aufheben") ethnic identity and in doing this it 
leads to the creation of the state and eventually to the fulfillment of 
God's plan for world history. The God who is the Logos incarnate, "has 
revealed himself through the Christian religion; that is, he has granted 
mankind the possibility of recognizing his nature, so that he is no longer 
an impenetrable mystery. The fact that knowledge of God is possible 
also makes it our duty to know him."[17] Because he is Logos, God is 
knowable. This has always been the case in some sense or other, but a 
new dimension was added with Christianity because "Christianity is the 
religion which has revealed the nature and being of God to man. Thus, 
we know as Christians what God is."[18] Understanding this requires, as 
Hegel says, humility, because 


Christianity demands that humility to which we have already referred, a humility which makes 
us seek to know God not through our own unaided efforts but with the help of divine knowledge 
and wisdom. Christians, then, are initiated into the mysteries of God, and this also supplies us 
with the key to world history. For we have here a definite knowledge of providence and its plan. 
It is one of the central doctrines of Christianity that providence has ruled and continues to rule 
the world, and that everything which happens in the world is determined by and commensurate 
with divine government. This doctrine is opposed both to the idea of chance and to that of 
limited ends (such as the preservation of the Jewish people). Its end is the ultimate and 
absolutely universal end which exists in and for itself.[19] 


One of the Christian doctrines which demands humility is the 
Trinity. Another is the Incarnation. Neither is a truth that unaided human 
reason could have arrived at on its own. Armed with the concept of the 
Trinity and the Incarnation, Hegel now feels confident in his ability to 
understand human history in a way that would have been impossible 
without them: 


The time has now surely come for us to comprehend even so rich a project of creative reason as 
world history. The aim of human cognition is to understand that the intentions of eternal wisdom 
are accomplished not only in the natural world, but also in the realm of the spirit which is 
actively present in the world. From this point of view, our investigation can be seen as a 
theodicy, a justification of the ways of god (such as Leibniz attempted in his own metaphysical 
manner, but using categories which were as yet abstract and indeterminate.)[20] 


History cannot have an outcome that is anything but good because 
God created time and space, and time as we perceive it is history. Jesus 
Christ is the Lord of History, which is, as Hegel pointed out, the 


progressive revelation of Logos. Reason is not just a static plan; it is a 
progressive force than can actually bring itself about in human history. 
We see in this thought a clear difference from both Greek philosophy, 
which thought of the world of becoming as outside of Logos, and 
Islamic thought, which, lacking the Incarnation, cannot see God as 
acting in history. Philosophy, strengthened by the revelation of God's 
inner nature has been raised above the level it had achieved when Logos 
first emerged in fourth century Greece. Philosophy is no longer static. 
Philosophy can now deal with history as the medium of God's action in 
time. Philosophy can now: 


help us to understand that the actual world is as it ought to be. It shows us that the rational will, 
the concrete good is indeed all-powerful, and that this absolute power translates itself into 
reality. The true good, the universal and divine reason, also has the power to fulfill its own 
purpose, and the most concrete representation of this goodness and reason is God. For goodness, 
not just as a general idea, but also as an effective force, is what we call God. Philosophy teaches 
us that no force can surpass the power of goodness or of God or prevent God's purposes from 
being realized; it shows us that God's will must always prevail in the end, and that world history 
is nothing more than the plan of providence. The world is governed by God, and world history is 
the content of his government and the execution of his plan. To comprehend this is the task of 
the philosophy of world history.[21] 


> 


Man is created as a rational creature. This is his nature. At a certain 
point in the history of both the individual and mankind in general, man 
becomes aware of this rational nature in a subjective fashion, which is to 
say, he becomes aware of his will, which is to say, he becomes aware of 
his freedom. Man arrives at the final phase of the triad of human 
development when he aligns his subjective freedom with God's objective 
Logos, which is true source of freedom because it is the font of all 
rationality. It is only at this point that man attains true freedom. World 
history follows the same pattern. It is: 


the record of the spirit's efforts to attain knowledge of what it is in itself. The Orientals do not 
know that the spirit or man as such are free in themselves. And because they do not know this, 
they are not themselves free. They only know that One is free, but for this very reason, such 
freedom is mere arbitrariness, savagery, and brutal passion, or a milder and tamer version of this 
which is itself only an accident of nature, and equally arbitrary. This one is therefore merely a 
despot, not a free man and a human being. The consciousness of freedom first awoke among the 
Greeks, and they were accordingly free; but like the Romans, they only knew that some, and not 
all men as such are free. Plato and Aristotle did not know this either; thus, the Greeks not only 
had slaves, on which their life and continued existence of the estimable freedom depended, but 
their very freedom itself was on the one hand only a fortuitous, undeveloped, transient and 
limited efflorescence, and on the other a harsh servitude of all that is humane and proper to man. 


The Germanic nations, with the rise of Christianity, were the first to realize that man is by nature 
free, and that freedom of the spirit is his very essence. This consciousness first dawned in 
religion, in the innermost region of the spirit; but to incorporate the same principle into secular 
existence was a further problem, whose solution and application require long and arduous 
cultural exertion. For example, slavery did not immediately come to an end with the adoption of 
Christianity.[22] 

Man exists in himself (in sich) as a child, for himself (fuer sich) as 
an adolescent, and in and for himself (in und fuer sich) as an adult, when 
he hands his will over to divine necessity and realizes that in doing so he 


has achieved real freedom. 


Subjects are like children, who obey their parents without will or 
insight of their own reflection creates an antithesis which contains the 
negation of reality. For withdrawal from the present world necessarily 
gives rise to an antithesis, one pole of which is God and the divine, and 
the other the individual subject. The sole purpose of world history is to 
create a situation in which these two poles are absolutely united and 
truly reconciled. They are reconciled in such a way that the free subject 
is not submerged in the objective existence of the spirit, but is accorded 
its independent rights, and at the same the absolute spirit, the realm of 
pure objective unity, realizes its absolute right. In the immediate 
consciousness of the Orient, the two are not yet distinct.[23] 


World history follows the same pattern: 


The sun rises in the Orient. The sun is light, and light is universal and simple self-relatedness, 
i.e., universality in itself. ... But when the sun has ascended further, the astonishment diminishes 
and the eye is constrained to turn instead to nature and the self; it will see by its own light, 
become conscious of itself, and progress from its original state of astonishment and passive 
contemplation to activity, to independent creation. And by evening man has constructed a 
building, an inner sun, the sun of his own consciousness, which he has produced by his own 
efforts, and he will value it more highly than the actual sun outside him. As a result of his 
activity, he now stands in the same relationship to the spirit as he originally stood to the external 
sun, except that this new relationship is a free one; for his second object is his own spirit. Here in 
a nutshell is the course of the whole historical process, the great day of the spirit, and the day's 
work it accomplishes in world history.[24] 


World history travels from east to west, for Europe is the absolute 
end of history, just as Asia is the beginning. The West is the end (or 
telos) of history because "it is in the west that the inner sun of self- 
consciousness, which emits a higher radiance, makes its further ascent. 
World history imposes a discipline on the unrestrained natural will, 
guiding it towards universality and subjective freedom."[25] 


Because it encompasses all of the phases of human development as 
existences in and for itself, the third stage of the triad, the state, is the 
highest expression of reason in history: 


The rational is that which has being in and for itself, and from which everything else derives its 
value. It assumes varying shapes; but in none of them is it more obviously an end than in that 
where by the spirit explicates and manifests itself in the endlessly varying forms which we call 
nations. We must bring to history the belief and conviction that the realm of the will is not at the 
mercy of contingency. That world history is governed by an ultimate design, that it is a rational 
process — whose rationality is not that of a particular subject, but a divine and absolute reason 
— this is proposition whose truth we must assume; its proof lies in the study of world history 
itself, which is the image and enactment of reason.[26] 

Christianity is the culmination of reason revealed in history 
because: "in the Christian religion, the divine Idea is revealed as the 
unity of divine and human nature. This is the true Idea of religion. It is 
the object of worship, which is simply the means whereby the individual 
consciousness becomes united with the divinity." Spirit is "no more than 
an empty name" in religions which separate the absolute from the finite. 
Hegel mentions the Jews and Muslims as examples of religions which 
are inadequate because they stress God's infinite power but not his 
incarnation in creation and history. His caveat would also apply a 
fortiori to Judaizing Christian sects like Calvinism and, most 
importantly, to Newtonian physics and the Unitarianism which is its 
philosophical substructure. 


Man can exist in and for himself, i.e., in the state of true freedom in 
union with Logos only in the state. "Our true object is the state. ... The 
state is the universal Idea and universal spiritual life ... in which they 
have their being and reality." The state is the completion of the dialectic. 
It is existence an und fuer sich. "The state is the totality of ethical life 
and the realization of freedom, and hence the objective unity of the two 
moments in question." 


The state is made up of nations or ethnic groups. "The spirit of the 
nation is therefore the universal spirit in a particular form. Nations ... 
exist for themselves ... and as such, they have a natural existence. 
Ethnic groups which do not become nations are not players on the stage 
of history. The emergence of the state is the historic sign that the Spirit 
has discovered itself and its own concept."[27] Therefore, as we said in 
reference to Rousseau, the noble savage is by nature unfree; only in the 
state can man find freedom. Man owes his entire existence to the state. 


The aim of all education is to ensure that man attains an objective 
existence within the state.[28] World history only takes account of those 
nations (or ethnic groups) which have formed themselves into states.[29] 
"When the state or fatherland constitutes a community of existence, and 
when the subjective will of men subordinates itself to laws, the 
opposition between freedom and necessity disappears."[30] 


> 


Because Christianity is the highest expression of Logos, the Christian 
state is, therefore, the culmination of human history. This means that no 
separation of Church and state is possible because "in religion ... the 
national principle receives its simplest expression, and it is on religion 
that the nation's entire existence is based."[31] From this point of view, 
Hegel continues, "it can be rightly said that the state is based on 
religion": 

Thus the state and its constitution will correspond to the religion which underlies them; for the 
state really has grown out of religion, so that the Athenian or Roman state, for example, was 
possible only in conjunction with the specific form of paganism practiced by the nations in 
question, just a Catholic state will have a different spirit and constitution from a Protestant one. 
[32] 

America is the antithesis of Hegel's view of the Christian state as 
the culmination of human history because America has cut itself off 
from Christianity by the imposition of an arbitrary separation of Church 
and state. There is no religious unity in America, where: 


Religious affairs are simply regulated in accordance with the desires of the moment. In North 
America, the most unbridled license prevails in all matters of the imagination, and there is no 
religious unity of the kind which has survived in the European states, where deviations are 
limited to a few confessions. 

Because there is no religious unity in America, American can have 
no political unity, because "Religion is not something introduced from 
the outside in order to regulate the workings of the state ... on the 
contrary, it is the original inner principle which determines and activates 
itself within the state."[33] 


Hegel died in 1831, and German idealism died with him. Because it 
had become in many ways a caricature of the Logos it hoped to revive, 
largely through an exaggeration of the powers of the human subject, 
German idealism was replaced by "science," which at this point in 
history was another name for materialism. Karl Marx believed in 


dialectical materialism, something that Hegel would have dismissed as a 
contradiction in terms. In the hands of a revolutionary like Marx, Hegel's 
dialectic got turned upside down and became a weapon which would 
destroy the Christian culture which Hegel worked so hard to preserve. 
Marx's distortion of Hegel would have disastrous consequences for 
economic thought as well, helping to preserve the very Capitalist system 
he vowed to destroy, by hindering the development of a truly Christian 
German economics. 


According to Hegel's view of history, thesis and antithesis combine 
to form a new synthesis, which in turn dissolved into a new antagonism 
leading to a new synthesis. This is another way of saying that every 
successful revolution leads to a civil war. Since England and Prussia 
combined to defeat Napoleon, war between the two victors was 
inevitable. That war broke out in 1914, but before that, it manifested 
itself as economic conflict. The same could be said of the simultaneous 
rise of German nationalism and Jewish finance. Every revolution leads 
to a civil war. Five years after Napoleon was sent into exile, the Jews in 
Germany, as the economic proxies of the English, were at involved in 
economic warfare with the Germans. The Hep Hep riots of 1819 were 
caused by the Jews, who were the agents of English free trade. The Irish 
Potato famine 1847 was followed by Communist Manifesto in 
December of the same year, which was followed by the Revolution of 
1848. Both Friedrich Engels and Bishop von Ketteler, founder of the 
Catholic Church's social teaching, agreed that Capitalism was the cause 
of the revolution of 1848. 


> 


On February 2, 1786, an English polyglot by the name of William Jones 
gave a lecture in London on the Sanscrit language which situated that 
ancient tongue in the same family as all of the ancient and modern 
European languages. The Sanscrit language, Jones wrote: 


whatever be its antiquity, is of a wonderful structure; more perfect than the Greek, more copious 
than the Latin, and more exquisitely refined than either, yet bearing to both of them a stronger 
affinity, both in the roots of verbs and the forms of grammar, than could possibly have been 
produced by accident; so strong indeed, that no philologer could examine them all three, without 
believing them to have sprung from some common source, which, perhaps, no longer exists; 
there is a similar reason, though not quite so forcible, for supposing that both the Gothic and the 
Celtic, though blended with a very different idiom, had the same origin with the Sanscrit; and the 
old Persian might be added to the same family[34] 


Hegel refers to Jones in his Lectures on the Philosophy of History 
when he claims that "the connection with the Sanskrit language and its 
affinities with the languages of Europe ... has given us an insight into the 
historical links between the Germanic nations and those of India ... these 
nations spread outwards from a center in Asia and developed in 
disparate ways from an original family relationship."[35] In creating the 
discipline of comparative linguistics, Jones also created the basis for the 
Aryan race. Before long speculation about the alleged racial superiority 
of the Indo-Germans or Ayrans far outstripped any basis in the linguistic 
record. Given the materialism of the age, a racial explanation of culture 
soon followed. This turn toward materialism would have fatal 
consequences for the Jews. 


The rise of racial thinking began with the publication of Count 
Arthur de Gobineau's essay "Essai sur l'inegalite des races humaines" in 
France in 1855.[36] The word "Rasse" is a foreign word to German 
speakers, one which was frequently spelled "race" to emphasize its 
foreign origin. The word does not exist in the works of Goethe. Its 
gradual replacement of the Germanic word "Volk" gives a good 
indication that racial thinking is foreign in origin and on the rise during 
latter part of the 19% century. In his essay Gobineau claimed that the 
"German race" was the highest and noblest of all of the races on earth 
and that the Germans became the carriers of high culture wherever it had 
appeared on earth.[37] Needless to say, a claim like this ensured the 
book's favorable reception in Germany. One of the first German thinkers 
taken in by Gobineau's racial theories was Richard Wagner, who read 
Gobineau's drama "Renaissance" as well as his Asiatic novellas.[38] In 
the spring of 1881, Gobineau finally met Wagner during a reading of 
Wagner's libretto for the Ring cycle, an event Schemann refers to as "a 
deeply symbolic historic moment full of meaning."[39] 


Ten years before that historic meeting, Bismarck united Germany 
under Prussian hegemony in 1871. As one of his first acts, Bismarck 
inaugurated an attack on the Catholic Church that has come to be known 
as the Kulturkampf. Within ten years, however, Bismarck changed his 
mind and united with the Catholics against the Communist left, which 
was now perceived as a greater threat. As a sign of his reconciliation 
with the Church, Bismarck implemented the social reforms Bishop 


Wilhelm von Ketteler had proposed in his book Das Christentum und 
die Arbeiterfrage. Fortified by universal health care and an old age 
pension, the German worker stopped emigrating to places like the 
United States, and by 1910 the German economy had surpassed England 
in every category of economic growth, setting the stage for the armed 
conflict that began in 1914. During this same period, the Jews had taken 
control over English foreign policy by using debt as a leverage to 
influence proxies like Winston Churchill, who was instrumental in 
propelling England into war with Germany. 


In 1879 racial thinking took another step forward with the 
publication of Der Sieg des Judenthums ueber das Christenthums. In 
that book, Wilhelm Marr invented the term "anti-Semitism" as his way 
of dealing with Jewish cultural influence on a secular, non-religious 
basis. Like Wagner, Marr was a veteran of the failed revolution of 1848. 
Like Wagner, Marr watched the growth of predatory Jewish economic 
practices with increasing dismay. During the 1880s, a flood of books on 
the Jewish Question swept through France, largely because of the spread 
of Jewish usury under families like the Rothschilds. The Catholic 
Church entered the fray in the fall of 1890 when a three-part series on 
the Jewish Question appeared in Civilta Cattolica, the official journal of 
the Catholic Church. Two years later, Georg Ratzinger, great uncle of 
Pope Benedict XVI, wrote Juedisches Erwerbsleben. Following on the 
heels of the Civilta Cattolica series, Ratzinger proposed a Christian 
solution to the Jewish problem. In fact, he claimed that there would be 
no Jewish problem: 


If the educated elites among the Christian peoples had not betrayed their own principles. At a 
time when Jews stand by even their own criminal element, we see Christian politicians and 
legislators betraying their own Christian faith on a daily basis and vying with each other to see 
how has the privilege of harnessing himself to the triumphal car of the Jews. In Parliament, no 
Jew need defend another Jew, when their Christian lackeys do that for them.[40] 


Like Civilta Cattolica's series on the Jewish Question, Georg 
Ratzinger ended his book with a warning of what would follow if his 
call for reform was not heeded. Like Civilta Cattolica's warning, 
Ratzinger's found uncanny fulfillment less than 50 years in the future: 


A reaction against the Jewification of our culture is now building momentum among the 
common man. That movement is barely perceptible today, but it is going to grow like an 
avalanche. That movement would be irresistible at this very moment if it weren't lacking a 
leader.[41] 


Needless to say, the German word for leader is "Fuehrer," and in 
1933 the Germans found their Fuehrer. By the time he became 
Reichskanzler, Hitler had already made contact with racial thinking 
through Wagner's operas, and the writings of Count Gobineau, Houston 
Stewart Chamberlain, Wagner's English son-in-law, and the American 
author of The Passing of the Great Race, Madison Grant. 


In his address to the 1933 Nueremberg rally Hitler attempted to 
formulate a theory of the German state based on the racial theories of the 
people we have already mentioned. The secret of life according to Hitler 
was the preservation of "purity of blood.” Wagner's Parzifal, which 
according to Nietzsche bespoke Wagner's return to the cross in his old 
age, was in Hitler's view, the story of how the German king "was 
suffering from the incurable malady of bad [verdorbenen] blood."[42] 
Hitler's concern with "bad blood" is so obsessive and all-pervasive that it 
lends credence to those who claim that the cause was personal, namely, 
syphilis contracted at an early age, as when he writes: "We're all 
suffering from the plague of mixed and contaminated blood. How can 
we purify and reconcile ourselves."[43] Confronted with a concern this 
obsessional, Wilhelm Schmidt too looks for a psychological explanation 
and finds it in Hitler's relationship to his father: 


Through Hitler's influence the mystical-ethical message of Wagner's Parzifal got transmuted into 
the materialistic-biological message of racial thought. Hitler was more deeply corrupted by racial 
thought than Wagner. He empathized with Gobineau for deeper reasons, probably because both 
men thought "purity of blood" was important because both men were illegitimate children, 
unsure of who their fathers were.[44] 

Two years later, at another Nazi rally in Nueremberg, Hitler 
repudiated his racial theories and reverted to the German word "Volk," in 
a stunning reversal of thinking that has yet to be explicated fully. Race 
went unmentioned in this speech. Hitler instead went on to claim that 
"Without some understanding of the states of antiquity, and without the 
assistance of a Christian worldview, the idea of a German state would be 
unthinkable." This was so because nothing less that the consciously 
understood emphasis on community which only Christianity provided 
could unify the divergent tendencies of the individual German tribes. 
Only in Christianity was it possible to find a possible, religiously 
oriented worldview which could provide the foundation for a state 
which could not overcome the disunity of the German tribes.[45] This 


way was historically necessary if a German people were to emerge from 
the constant strife which led to a chronic state of disunity among the 
innumerable German ethnic groups. This unity derived not from "pure 
blood," but from the efforts of men who were Christians following God's 
plan. Or as Hitler put it: "The men who accomplished this task did so as 
instruments of divine providence which willed that we Germans were to 
become one people." 


What caused then this abrupt about face on Hitler's part? In his first 
two years in office, Hitler came to the bitter insight that the nordic- 
germanic race with its manifold ethnic groups and their differences 
according to time, place and geography could offer no basis for a unified 
Weltanschauung, much less a unified German state. Hitler was forced to 
conclude that the German race factor was completely incapable of 
creating a unified world view. Astonishingly, he concluded that only 
Christendom could do that. It was Christianity, not "pure blood," which 
united the Germany's ethnic groups into one nation.[46] The Reformation 
had dealt that unity a fatal blow, and in spite of long conversations with 
Cardinal Faulhaber and evangelical pastors, Hitler was incapable of 
healing that rift, largely because he sought an instrumental, political 
solution to what was essentially a spiritual problem. And so the moment 
passed, and Hitler resigned himself to a race-based movement that he 
now understood as an inadequate solution to the problem of German 
unity. 


After two years in power, in other words, Hitler was forced by the 
logic of history to concede that Christianity, not blood, created the 
German nation. The moral of this story is that ethnos needs logos. In 
order to survive, ethnos must become conscious of itself. It must make 
contact with Logos. The vehicle for that ethnogenesis both in Paraguay 
in the 16% century and India in the 21% was Christianity. Ethnos cannot 
survive without Logos. Since the decline of Platonism into Magic, the 
Catholic Church has been the only vehicle for Logos in this world, 
something even Hitler was forced to admit after two years in office. 


> 


I mention this because I experienced something similar during my 
month-long trip to India this past January. I was fortunate enough to 
visit two groups of "tribals," as they are known in India, the Ho people 


and the Bihor. They speak different dialects of the same language. I was 
introduced to these people by my good friend and pastor Fr. Cyril 
Fernandes, who speaks Ho. The word "Ho," like the word "Yanomami," 
means human being. Bir means jungle, so the Birhor are the humans 
who live in the jungle. 


And how is it that Fr. Cyril speaks Ho? It turns out that a Jesuit by 
the name of Fr. Deeney did the same thing that the Jesuits did in the 16% 
century in Paraguay. He went and lived with the Ho people in India, and 
after learning their language wrote both a grammar and a dictionary, so 
that other people can now learn it too. 


The Birhor are more interesting from our point of view because 
they have been assimilated into Indian culture more recently than the 
Ho. The Birhor lived at the eastern end of the Diocese of Jamshedpur in 
the mountains in leaf huts. They were hunter/gatherers who lived on 
roots and bush meat, in particular on monkey meat. Fr. Prebu, Fr. Cyril's 
uncle, told me that the first time he took Birhor children to school, they 
got scared and ran out of the building and sat in the trees in the school 
yard, like the monkeys that they ate. The Birhor children could talk the 
monkeys in the trees into coming close enough to capture them for their 
next meal. 


Whenever someone from the Archdiocese of Jamshedpur would 
approach the Birhor, they would run and hide in the forest until one day 
one social worker succeeded in calming their fears enough to have a 
meeting. Having a meeting meant sharing a meal, and a meal in this 
instance meant rotten monkey meat, which the social worker ate and 
then threw up, but the contact was made. 


The Birhor agreed to come down from the mountain forests and 
occupy new government houses. In order to make themselves at home in 
their new dwellings the Birhor constructed leaf huts inside the concrete 
buildings the government constructed for them, and then the abandoned 
them because the concrete houses did not allow the creation of a new 
doorway which was necessary for the admission of each new born-child 
into the tribe. Eventually, Fr. Prebu built brick houses without mortar, 
which allowed the Birhor to make new entrances for each new born 
child. Those are the houses they live in now, when I visited them in 
January. Fr. Prebu considers this settlement a success. The Bihor now 


make rope or twine, which they sell in local markets, an industry that 
ensures their survival, if not their flourishing and prosperity. 


Why do I bring this up? Because it shows once again that ethnos 
needs logos, and that the Catholic Church is the vehicle of Logos in our 
day. India calls itself a state, but it will never achieve the unity which the 
nation state achieved in Europe. In fact, if we look at India, we discover 
an impossible situation. India has two official languages, Hindi and 
English, but it has 122 languages spoken by more than one million 
people. In addition to that there are another 1,600 languages spoken by 
smaller ethnic groups, until we get down to the Ho or Birhor language 
which isn't even listed. 


India, Hegel tells us, has no history. "India ... has ancient religious 
books and splendid works of poetry, but ... nevertheless it still does not 
have a history. ... the incipient organization which first created social 
distinctions immediately became petrified into natural determinations — 
¡.e., the caste system" which codified "The privileges of the higher over 
the lower" creating an ethical vacuum which has perdured to this day: 


Given this state of bondage in an order based firmly and permanently on nature, all social 
relations are wild and arbitrary, an ephemeral activity — or rather madness — with no ultimate 
end in the shape of progress and development; thus no intelligent recollection, no object worthy 
of Mnemosyne presents itself, and a profound but extravagant fantasy drifts at random over a 
region which ought to have had a fixed purpose — a purpose rooted at least in substantial (i.e., 
implicitly rational ... freedom and reality and thereby rendered itself worthy of history.[47] 


India has no history because: 


History requires understanding — the power of looking at an object in an independent objective 
light, and comprehending it in its rational connection with other objects. Those peoples therefore 
are alone capable of History, and of prose generally, who have arrived at that period of 
development ... at which individuals comprehend their own existence as independent, i.e., 
possess self-consciousness.[48 | 


In addition to having no history, India is not a state: 


Hindoo political existence presents us with a people but no state. ... India is a despotism without 
a principle, without any rule of morality and religion, for morality and religion have as their 
indispensable condition and basis the Freedom of the Will. In India, therefore, the most arbitrary, 
wicked, degrading despotism has its full swing. ... But in India it [despotism] is normal, for here 
there is no sense of personal independence with which a state of despotism could be compared, 
and which would raise revolt in the soul.[49] 


Western technology shorn of its metaphysical foundation cannot 
save India. In fact, as Christopher Dawson pointed out, western 
technology will only hasten India's decline: 


It is well known that the influence of the material civilization of modern Europe on a primitive 
people does not normally lead to cultural progress. On the contrary, unless it is accompanied by 
a gradual process of education and spiritual assimilation it will destroy the culture that it has 
conquered. A people can only utilize new knowledge or new techniques if they are brought into 
relation with the spirit of their culture and their general attitude to life.[50] 


The combination of Indian religion and the political superstructure 
which millennia have erected over that religion has led to the creation of 
a culture in which annihilation is the highest good: 


Annihilation — the abandonment of all reason, morality, and subjectivity — can only come to a 
positive feeling and consciousness of itself ... in a boundlessly wild imagination, in which, like a 
desolate spirit, it finds no rest, no settled composure, though it can content itself in no other way; 
as a man who is quite reduced in body and spirit finds his existence altogether stupid and 
intolerable, and is driven to the creation of a dream-world and a delirious bliss in Opium.[51] 


> 


Ethnos needs Logos. The Church is the vehicle for Logos in this world. 
In fact, only the Church can confer logos on ethnos. Unfortunately, the 
Church in its current state has repudiated its mission to ethnos. It has 
repudiated the Gospel commend to preach to all nations. This change 
took place in the aftermath of the Second Vatican Council and can be 
seen best in the constitution that Spain adopted in 1975 after the death of 
Generalissimo Francisco Franco. As David Wemhoff puts it in his book 
John Courtney Murray, Time/Life and the American Proposition: How 
the CIA Changed the Catholic Church: 


In early 1973, the Spanish foreign minister personally delivered a letter from Franco to Pope 
Paul VI complaining of the liberalization (i.e., Americanization) of the clergy and the negative 
impact it was having on Spain. The plea had no effect. Instead, the Spanish hierarchy proceeded 
to issue a document that favored democratic pluralism. A group of priests and laity formed a 
group called Christians for Socialism. Bishop Antonio Anoveros of Bilbao officially 
excommunicated a policeman who beat an activist priest. Detained priests caused a prison riot in 
Zamora that resulted in destruction of furniture and fixtures while garnering ecclesiastical 
support around the country. "It was conceptually extremely difficult for the leaders of the 
Spanish regime in their old age to grasp that the Church no longer thought in such traditional 
terms, and the very last years of their lives were to this extent a time of bewilderment." Without 
the support of the Church, Franco's regime could not reproduce itself, and the State he saved 
during the 1930s would not live on much beyond his death. In his farewell message broadcast to 
the nation shortly before his death in November 1975, Francisco Franco exhorted his fellow 
Spaniards: "when the hour comes for me to surrender my life before the Most High and appear 
before His implacable judgment, I pray that God may receive me graciously in His presence, for 
I sought always to live and die as a Catholic. ... Do not forget that the enemies of Spain and of 
Christian civilization are alert."[52] 


The new Spanish constitution abandoned the confessional state: 


The Cortes Generales in Plenary Meetings of the Congress of Deputies and the Senate ratified 


the new Spanish Constitution on October 31, 1978. The people of Spain ratified the Constitution 
in a referendum on December 7, 1978, and King Juan Carlos I sanctioned the Spanish 
Constitution on December 27 of that same year. The new constitution was a byproduct of 
Vatican II, guaranteeing among other things that "There shall be no State religion. The public 
authorities shall take the religious beliefs of Spanish society into account and shall consequently 
maintain appropriate cooperation with the Catholic Church and the other confessions." 


Spain adopted a Constitution based on the American view of Church and State relations, with a 
heavy dose of American style religious liberty. Liberalism, or the American ideology, became 
the basis of the Constitution which elevated the primacy of the individual. The Divine Positive 
Law of Christ would be taken "into account" but would not be the basis of Spanish law. 


The results were catastrophic. In November, 2010, Pope Benedict XVI traveled to a Spain that 
had legalized homosexual marriage, introduced fast-track divorce, and made abortion legal and 
available. In what was formerly a Catholic country, only 13 percent of the faithful attended mass 
on a weekly basis while 56 percent never attended mass. The Pope was treated to a "kiss in" by 
over 100 homosexuals in Barcelona. As the commentators noted, this was quite a change from 
the Franco era, which ended 35 years earlier. Social collapse was accompanied by economic 
collapse with unemployment consistently remaining over 25 percent.[53] 


> 


May 4 is my birthday, and I celebrated that event at a restaurant in 
Guadalajara this year by engaging in a knock-down drag-out debate with 
Mark Weber and David Duke over the priority of race or religion in 
creating national identity. Weber was upbraiding one of the 
Argentinians because of the excessively religious way in which they and 
the Mexicans defined nationality. Most of the nationalist parties in 
Europe, he maintained, did not feel that religion was necessary to 
national identity. 


In fact, the animus against religion is much stronger in nationalist 
parties than Weber was willing to admit. Most are anti-religious. The 
term "white" or "European," to use the current euphemism for "white" 
among polite people, is the infallible sign that we are dealing with 
advanced deracination. White people are people who lack an identity, 
and so the only identity they can come up with is a negative one, 
namely, the opposite of black and the only place they come up with this 
identity is places like the United States, where they are confronted with 
a group, namely the Negroes, that has been instrumentalized to rob them 
of their identity, as happened during the Civil Rights Movement on the 
'60s. The minute the various Catholic ethnic groups in Chicago defined 
themselves as white, as when the Lithuanians of Marquette Park started 
throwing rocks at Martin Luther King in 1966, was the minute they lost 
the battle to defend themselves because any race-based defense was 


either illicit or ineffectual. The same is true today. "White" is the color 
of the white flag of surrender on the part of people too stupid to 
understand the forces raised against them. 


"But what about Denmark?" Mark countered. The Danes were 
Danes before they were Catholic. 


"First of all," I replied, "I don't know a damn thing about 
Denmark." But in a sense, why did I have to know anything about 
Denmark? It was simply the northern part of Schleswig-Holstein and, 
therefore, subject to all of the developments that took place in the other 
Germanophone principalities from the time of the fall of the Roman 
Empire. Friedrich List was of the same opinion. Both Denmark and 
Holland were extraterritorial provinces of the Holy Roman Empire and 
subject to the same laws of ethnogenesis. These nations, like Germany, 
would never have come into existence without the civilizing effect of 
Logos, as introduced by the Benedictine monks of the Catholic Church. 
Without the Catholic Church, Europe would resemble Somalia. 


"What about Italy?" Mark continued. "The Church existed there for 
almost two millennia without creating a nation, and the only people who 
did end up creating Italy were anti-Catholic freemasons." 


"The answer to that question is geography," I replied. Mark claimed 
that I was switching horses in midstream, but any nation is as physical 
and geographical as it is spiritual. Italy is a very narrow country with a 
very large mountain range going right down the middle. This geography 
favors the creation of city-states but not one unified nation because it is 
easier for these city states to communicate by sea with the rest of the 
world than it is to communicate with each other. Unity in England and 
France came earlier because both were relatively flat countries 
crisscrossed by navigable rivers. The unity of both Germany (which also 
had navigable rivers and was flat in the north) and Italy had to wait for 
the advent of the railroad. National unity, certainly in Germany, was a 
function of the railroad and the Zollverein, both of which happened 
simultaneously, largely because of the efforts of Friedrich List. This was 
also the situation in America, which got stalled in its movement 
westward away from the coastal plain, until the railroads conquered the 
Appalachians after the Civil War. The necessary preparation for German 
unity was spiritual, and it took a millennium to happen. In Mexico, it 


happened by miracle overnight. When it comes to what the folks at the 
Klan would call "race-mixing," Mexico is the rule and not the exception. 
The racially pure Germans who attended the Nuremberg rallies were a 
mixture of the Grauthungi and the Suevi and all of the other now 
forgotten ethnic groups that overran the Roman Empire and which have 
now disappeared into each other as the result of intermarriage. In order 
for the German nation to come into existence, each of those German 
ethnic groups had to undergo what Hegel would have called 
"Aufhebung," which is to say a dialectical process which simultaneously 
exalted and maintained their identity. In order to remain the same, I told 
David and Mark, you have to change. 


"You were once this big," I said holding my thumb and forefinger 
about a centimeter apart. "In order to remain you, you had to change. 
The same is true of every living thing." 


For some reason the dime dropped, and David Duke finally 
understood what I meant by "Aufhebung." Logos "exalts and maintains" 
ethnos. It doesn't destroy it. David wanted to argue further, but I was 
then called to blow out the candle on my birthday cake. Looking around 
the room I spied the cantankerous Professor Buela, who had said the day 
before that no one should use the term "Latin America," and called on 
him to join me as we sang "Happy Birthday" over my one-candle 
cupcake. In the spirit of fellow Hoosier Dan Quayle, I then announced 
that "since we're in Latin America, I would like to sing a song in Latin," 
at which point I launched into a heartfelt rendition of "Gaudeamus 
Igitur," after which I gave my cupcake to Lady Michele Renouf, who 
eats chocolate as heartily as I abstain from it. 


> 


By the time 1 had my debate with Messrs. Weber and Duke, the 
philosophical train had already left the station. There was no mention of 
race in the "principios basicos identitarios" which the Congress passed 
by acclamation, an acclamation which included cries of "Viva Cristo 


Wy, 


Rey": 


1. We recognize God as the origin of life, and of all good, and as 
the natural destiny of all men. (There is no sense nor logic in trying to 
impose this by force.) Those who do not recognize this, owe a profound 


respect to those who do. 


2. Every man as one who possess a spirit has a great dignity, and 
finds his complete realization and identity in the proper exercise of his 
liberty (essential right), which is the search and conformity with the 
good, truth and justice. The right to life from conception to natural death 
is sacred. 


3. Man is a social entity, by which his good always passes through 
the good of another, the good of the rest. Injustice, indifference, 
selfishness, division and hatred, are a temporal triumph of evil, which 
must be combated, first of all through personal example. 


4. Man is unrepeatable (unique), he holds and participates in many 
identities; his own, the family, his neighborhood or immediate 
geographical communities, his city, region, nation, ethnicity, religion, 
culture, and in many other very diverse social, professional, intellectual, 
artistic, sport-related, etc., entities. 


5. The basic respect of the rights of each legitimate identity is the 
basic principle of the Identity Movement, it is a harmonious and 
unifying coexistence, it is an original ideal and a permanent proposition 
that demands solidarity and compromise. 


6. Human life is sacred. Marriage and the natural family is the first 
social nucleus and its promotion and protection is fundamental. 


7. Violence is only justified in legitimate defense. The peaceful 
solutions to conflicts continue being a challenge for humanity. In a 
civilization of superior values, true peace and harmony are the fruits of 
justice. 


8. As long as there is life, the good is superior to evil, the good is 
quiet and evil is dissonant. There is yet in this decadent stage, with the 
social cancer of materialism and the subversion of values, more good 
than evil, for which reason a purposeful joy and hope should not be lost. 
Remembering that the darker the night, the nearer is the dawn. 


9. In a superior culture, the spirit and virtues prevail over the 
material and selfishness. 


10. The heroic struggle of every man and community to live the 
values harmoniously is permanent; we have come to this world to gain 


for ourselves eternal life. 


Ethnos is now defenseless in Spain because it has been deprived of 
Logos. No matter how much cultural patrimony they share, Spain is not 
Mexico. The state of Jalisco, whose capital is Guadalajara, was a 
stronghold of the Cristero movement during the 1920s. The Catholic 
Church persuaded the Cristeros to lay down their arms, an act which led 
to their literal crucifixion. Hence, the defection of the Church on the 
Church's teaching on Church and State, even though it got reiterated in 
Dignitatis Humanae, should come as no surprise to the descendants of 
the Cristeros who attended this historic conference. More than one 
speaker ended his talk by shouting "Viva Cristo Rey," in spite of the 
paradox of a Church which seems determined to internalize the 
commands of its oppressors in a series of failed experiments that runs 
from the suppression of the Jesuits in the 18" century to support for the 
Gringo ideology of separation of Church and State, dialogue with the 
Jews and other tragic misreadings of Vatican II. In spite of all of those 
tragedies, disappointments, and betrayals, the spirit of the Cristeros was 
still palpable when we prayed after Mass to our Mother and Queen: 


Conductora y Vencedora en la Lucha Final, aplaste la cabeza del enimigo que avanza 
extendiendo su poder Internacional. Que el Angel que custodio nuestro suelo aparte de 
nosoostros la perfidia sionista, el terror communista y la siniestra masoneria, anquilen Tus 
Arcangeles a las sectas invasoras y guarden nuestra juventudes de la corrupcion mental y 
moral.[54] 


To which I say not only "Amen," but also "Viva Cristo Rey." 
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